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SPRING 2018 REGULAR SESSION 
APRIL 11, 2018 
ELEVENTH LEGISLATIVE WEEK 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
MOMENT OF SILENCE 





SGFB NO. 10 BY SEN. SHRESTHA – A FINANCE BILL TO ALLOCATE A MAXIMUM OF SIX THOUSAND 
DOLLARS AND ZERO CENTS ($6,000.00) FROM THE STUDENT GOVERNMENT INITIATIVES ACCOUNT TO FUND 
EXTERIOR AND INTERIOR BUILDING SIGNS THAT DEMARCATE LIFE SCIENCES BUILDING (LSB) FROM LIFE SCIENCES 
ANNEX (LSA) 
 
SGFB NO. 11 BY SEN. BURRIS –  A FINANCE BILL TO ALLOCATE A MAXIMUM OF $10,000.00 TO FUND THE 
CLEAN HANDS INITIATIVE TO PURCHASE STANDS FOR HAND SANITIZER STATIONS AND ASSIST FACILITY SERVICES IN 
REPLENISHING STATIONS FOR A PERIOD OF UP TO 5 YEARS 
 
SGR NO. 21 BY SEN. WARREN – A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU STUDENT HEALTH 
CENTER (SHC) TO CHANGE THE NAME OF THE LSU WOMEN’S CLINIC TO THE LSU GYNECOLOGY CLINIC 
 
**MOTION BY SEN. RILEY TO INSERT SGB NO. 8 A BILL TO AMEND THE STUDENT GOVERNMENT COLLEGE 





 ACADEMIC AFFAIRS W/ SEN. STIRLING – HEARD SGR NO. 19, PASSED 7-0-1. SHRESTHA SPOKE ON HER 
LEGISLATION COMING NEXT WEEK. GREAT SEMESTER! 
 
 BUDGET AND APPROPRIATIONS W/ SEN. RILEY – HEARD 2 FINANCE BILLS, BOTH PASSED 10-0-1. 
MINUTES CAN BE FOUND ON THE ONEDRIVE. NO MAJOR AMENDMENTS, ONLY TECHNICAL. ON SLIDE IS UPDATED 
ACCOUNT BALANCES. BA MEETING FOR NEXT WEEK WITH FINANCE BILLS WILL PROBABLY BE MOVED TO MONDAY. 
 
 CAMPUS AFFAIRS AND SUSTAINABILITY W/ SEN. GREEN – HEARD 1 PIECE OF LEGISLATION, PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY. RESOLUTION WITH PARKING AND TRANSPORTATION, ALTERING HOURS AND IMPROVING 
COMMUNICATION. ONLY TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS MADE. PROBABLY NO MEETING NEXT WEEK. REMEMBER – 
SPRING GREENING COMING UP ON THE 19TH AND IT IS AN SO POINT. SIGN UP WITH GROUP AND YOUR GROUP GETS 
MONEY. 
 
 STUDENT AUXILIARIES AND SERVICES W/ SEN. EL-RACHIDI – HAD 4 PIECES OF LEGISLATION, ALL 
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. HIGHLY SUGGEST CONSULTING THE MINUTES, THERE WAS A LOT OF DISCUSSION. 
 
 STUDENT LIFE, DIVERSITY, AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH W/ SEN. PERKINS – SLDO DIDN’T MEET THIS 
WEEK, HAD TO CANCEL. SO POINTS OFFICIALLY DUE NEXT WEEK, BUT DEADLINE CAN BE EXTENDED, AS LONG AS 
YOU SHOW PROOF OF REGISTRATION AND OF ATTENDANCE. LAST NIGHT FUNDRAISER FOR THE PERIOD PROJECT 
WENT VERY WELL, RAISE $400, AND PROJECT IS STILL IN THE WORKS! 
 
 RULES W/ SPT HUNT – HEARD 2 BILLS, SGBS 6 AND 7, BOTH PASSED 6-0-1. SGB 6 HAD SOME MINOR 
AMENDMENTS, BUT NOT MAJOR CHANGES 
 
 STUDENT FEE VALUE ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE W/ SEN. GREEN – MET LAST THURS., HAVE 2 PIECES OF 
LEGISLATION TONIGHT. SGCRS DEALING WITH PERFORMING ARTS FEE AND STUDENT MEDIA ASSOCIATED FEES. 
BOTH PASSED 9-0-1. MINOR AMENDMENTS MADE; WE’LL MEET AGAIN TOMORROW TO HEAR FINAL PIECE OF 
SEMESTER REGARDING CAMPUS LIFE. 
 
EXECUTIVE OFFICER REPORTS 




 SGCR NO. 17 BY SEN. ALLMON - A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE ADAM NORRIS TO A TWO 
YEAR TERM AS AN ASSOCIATE JUSTICE FOR THE UNIVERSITY COURT 
➢ OPENING: ADAM CAME THROUGH LAST NIGHT, CAN’T BE HERE TONIGHT. LIVED OFF-CAMPUS FOR 2 
YEARS, NOW TRYING TO GET MORE INVOLVED ON-CAMPUS. HE WANT TO GO TO LAW SCHOOL AND 
THOUGHT JBRANCH WOULD BE GOOD EXPERIENCE. NOT MUCH DEBATE, EXCEPT THAT HE SEEMED LIKE A 
GOOD FIT FOR THE POSITION. PASSED UNANIMOUSLY. 
➢ NO QUESTIONS; NO DEBATE 
➢ CLOSING: URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
**LACOUR MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECONDED BY CHEATWOOD; NO OBJECTION 
➢ SGCR NO. 17 PASSES BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
 
**PPP – SEN. AU. GRASHOFF PRESENT; ANOTHER SEN. PRESENT 
 
**MOTION BY WARREN TO SUSPEND RULES AND IMMEDIATELY HEAR SGR NO. 18 
 
 SGR NO. 18 BY SEN. WARREN - A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU ATHLETIC 
DEPARTMENT TO DISTRIBUTE THE STUDENT-ATHLETE ADVISORY COMMITTEE (SAAC) SURVEY TO STUDENT 
ATHLETES. 
➢ OPENING: WARREN YIELD TO LEAH (PRESIDENT OF SAAC): PURPOSE IS TO BE LIAISON BETWEEN 
STUDENT ATHLETES; DO LOTS OF OUTREACH, VOLUNTEERING. WANT TO ADMINISTER SURVEY TO OUR 
FELLOW STUDENT ATHLETES, ABOUT THEIR EXPERIENCES. BUT WE ARE BEING THE RIGHT TO SEND IT 
OUT BY ADMINISTRATION. 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-GREEN: REASON DENIED? 
▪ A-WARREN: MY UNDERSTANDING IS ADMIN. AFRAID OF OUTSIDE SOURCES GETTING 
THE INFO. BECAUSE IF ATHLETES HAVE ADVERSE EXPERIENCES, THEY WOULDN’T WANT 
THAT KNOWN 
o Q-DANIEL: THAT OFFICIAL, OR THOUGHT? 
▪ A-WARREN: IT WAS EXPRESSED BY ADMIN 
▪ A-GUEST: WE’RE ONLY ALLOWED TO SEND THEIR OFFICIAL SURVEY, CAN’T DO OUR 
OWN. SO THEN WE CAN’T TRULY GRASP +/- OF STUDENT ATHLETE LIFE, SO CAN’T DO 
MUCH TO HELP IMPROVE 
▪ A-WARREN: ALSO, SENIORS FILL IT OUT ON THEIR WAY OUT OF UNDERGRAD, NOT 
DURING THEIR TIME 
o Q-STIRLING: WHAT POWER DOES ATHLETICS HAVE TO PREVENT YOU FROM SENDING SURVEY? 
▪ A: MANY STUDENT ATHLETES ON SCHOLARSHIP; ACADEMIC, ATHLETIC; AFRAID OF 
HAVING THESE TAKEN AWAY. ALSO, SPOKE TO OTHER SCHOOLS, THEY’RE STRUGGLING 
IN SAME WAY, WANT TO BE THE SCHOOL FOR CHANGE 
o Q-CHEATWOOD: ANY RULES PREVENTING ATHLETES FROM TAKING A SURVEY? 
▪ A-WARREN: NOT DIRECTLY 
o Q-CHEATWOOD: COULD AN ORG LIKE SG ISSUE SURVEY TO ATHLETES ON BEHALF OF SAAC? 
▪ A-WARREN: YES, BUT MAY NOT REACH THE NECESSARY PEOPLE 
o Q-OLIVER: YOU’D LIKE FOR ADMIN TO HELP ADMINISTER SURVEY, THEN ALLOW YOU ACCESS TO 
RESULTS? 
▪ A: YES 
➢ DEBATE: 
o UNBIASED: PASSED UNANIMOUSLY, MANY SIMILAR QUESTIONS AS ON FLOOR. GOOD DEBATE 
REGARDING STUDENT ATHLETES. BIASED: AM FULLY IN FAVOR. SA’S ARE STUDENTS. THEY GIVE 
BACK TO OUR SCHOOL, AND RELATIONSHIP DOESN’T SEEM LIKE MUTUAL EXPERIENCE RIGHT 
NOW. FEEDBACK SHOULD BE TAKEN SERIOUSLY 
o ALLMON: DON’T ALWAYS THINK OF SA’S AS STUDENTS LIKE US, THEY DEF. ARE. ABILITY TO 
VOICE THOUGHTS AND FEELINGS IS SO IMPORTANT AS NON-ATHLETE STUDENTS CAN, I THINK 
ALLOWING STUDENT ATHLETES HAVING THIS VOICE IS INCREDIBLY IMPORTANT AS WELL 
o LANDRY: COLLEGE ATHLETICS – TROUBLE IN PARADISE. OTHER SCHOOLS HAD ISSUES WITH 
MONEY AND OTHER THINGS. ADMIN WORRIED ABOUT BACKLASH, BUT NOT THINKING HOW 
HELPFUL THIS COULD BE FROM PREVENTING SOMETHING BIG FROM HAPPENING LATER. IMAGINE 
IF THIS WERE TO HAPPEN IN PROS; THEY’D FORM UNIONS, GO ON STRIKE. I’M NOT SAYING WE DO 
THAT (YET) BUT LET’S GET DATA WE NEED AND LET’S DO WHAT WE CAN FOR STUDENTS. I URGE 
FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
➢ CLOSING: WE AND PREV. SPEAKERS HAVE SAID, OUR DUTY TO REP SA’S, PROMOTE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS 
SURVEY TO HEAR THEIR VOICES. URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE. 
**AU. GRASHOFF MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECONDED; NO OBJECTIONS 
➢ SGR NO. 18 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT  
 
**PPP SEN PORCHE PRESENT 
 
 SGFB NO. 8 BY SEN. STIRLING & OLIVER - A FINANCE BILL TO ALLOCATE A MAXIMUM OF TWO HUNDRED 
FIFTY-NINE DOLLARS AND EIGHTY CENTS ($259.80) FROM THE STUDENT GOVERNMENT INITIATIVES ACCOUNT TO 
FUND RENTABLE CHARGERS FOR THE LSU STUDENT UNION INFORMATION DESK 
➢ OPENING: INFO DESK HAS/HAD CHARGERS, NO LONGER WORK, NOT UPDATED, NO LONGER HAVE WHAT 
THEY NEED.  CAME TO MY ATTENTION, THOUGHT WE SHOULD PROVIDE MORE 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-ELLIS: WHAT HAPPENED TO CHARGING PEOPLE FEE FOR REPLACING THEM? 
▪ A-OLIVER: USED TO WORK THERE, THEY DIDN’T HAVE GREAT SYSTEM. NOW THEY HAVE 
BETTER SYSTEM W/ TIGER CARDS. MISTAKES MAY HAVE HAPPENED WITH USER ERROR 
OR GETTING OLD. ONES WE GOT PREVIOUSLY WERE WORTH MORE THAN A TIGER CARD, 
SO MAY HAVE BEEN STOLEN. NOW CHARGERS OFF-BRAND, WORTH LESS MONEY, SHOULD 
BE LESS OF ISSUE 
➢ DEBATE: 
o RILEY: PASSED COMMITTEE 10-0-1. MOST QUESTIONS WERE ABOUT TYPE OF CHARGERS; 
ANDROID/APPLE, OFF-BRAND SHOULD HELP PREVENT THEFT. IN FALL 2015, WE FUNDED 
CHARGERS, MANY HAVE BEEN LOST/STOLEN/BROKEN. USUAL WEAR AND TEAR 
o AU. GRASHOFF: MARGOT CARROL HAD ASKED ME ABOUT THESE A WHILE AGO, THEN STOPPED 
ASKING, SO I THOUGHT SHE HAD REPLACED THEM. SINCE THIS IS STILL ISSUE, GLAD THEY’RE 
REPLACING THEM. I’VE FOUND MYSELF W/O A CHARGER A FEW TIMES, THIS WILL BE GREAT. 
**PPP SEN. RYAN PRESENT 
➢ CLOSING: (STIRLING) LIKE A PREVIOUS SEN SAID, DEFINITELY NEED THESE. (OLIVER) FOUND NEED 
THROUGH FRIEND PAUL, I THOUGHT WE’D HELP AND THEY’D BE GREAT. FROM WHEN I WORKED THERE, I 
KNOW LOTS OF USAGE. (STIRLING) LETS MAKE PAUL HAPPY. I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE. 
➢ MOVE INTO VOTE-UP VOTE 
➢ SGFB NO. 8 PASSES WITH 100% IN FAVOR 
 
**PPI SEN. EL-RACHIDI  - MOVING SGFB NO. 9 TO END OF UNFINISHED BUSINESS – EXEC SAS NOT YET PRESENT 
 
 SGR NO. 14 BY SEN. D’ESPALUNGUE - A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST LSU PARKING AND 
TRANSPORTATION TO MODIFY THE LSU TIGER TRAIL NIGHT A OPERATIONS AND THE LSU CAMPUS TRANSIT 
SYSTEM WEBPAGE AND OPERATIONAL HOURS 
➢ OPENING: THIS IS FOLLOWING MEETING W/JEFF CAMPBELL. AFTER, HE AGREED TO MOST REQUESTS: TO 
CHANGE NIGHT A BUS ROUTE, BECAUSE 2 BUSSES ON ROUTE, BOTH RUN SAME DIRECTION, WANT ONE TO 
GO THE OPPOSITE DIRECTION; SECOND, WAS TO CHANGE HOURS OF TRANSIT, EXTEND FROM MIDNIGHT TO 
1AM. ALSO TRANSLOC APP, LACK CAPABILITIES FOR ANDROID USERS; ONLY IPHONE USERS. 
➢ DEBATE: 
o GREEN(UNBIASED):  PASSED COMMITTEE UNANIMOUSLY, ONLY POSITIVE DEBATE, A FEW 
TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. (BIASED) LAST YEAR LIVED ON-CAMPUS, TRANSIT WENT TO 3AM, AND 
IT WAS VERY HELPFUL. THIS WAS WELL THOUGHT-THROUGH, MET WITH CAMPBELL ALREADY, 
THIS BASICALLY BINDING DOCUMENT TO HELP HIM STICK WITH IT. 
➢ CLOSING: FEEDBACK TODAY FORM CAMPBELL; SAID HE’D ADDRESS EACH ISSUE, CONFIRMED CURRENTLY 
WORKING TO IMPLEMENT CHANGES. IF NOT ABLE TO MAKE NOW, THEN GO INTO EFFECT FALL 2018, HAVE 
TO DEAL W/ EXTERNAL CONTRACTOR, BUT CHANGES IN THE WORKS. URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE. 
**SEN. TREPAGNIER MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECOND BY ELLIS; NO OBJECTION 
➢ SGR NO. 14 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
 
SGR NO. 15 BY SEN. D’ESPALUNGUE - A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU STUDENT HEALTH 
CENTER TO CONSIDER PROVIDING A PACKAGE FOR COMMON SEXUALLY TRANSMITTED DISEASE (STD) LABORATORY 
TESTS AT A FAIR PRICE 
➢ OPENING: THIS STARTED BY A FEW STUDENTS ASKING ME WHY THEY NEEDED TO PAY MORE THAN $100 
TO GET THESE TESTS DONE. I THOUGHT IT DID SOUND VERY COSTLY. IDEA OF THIS RESOLUTION IS TO 
ENCOURAGE THEM TO PROVIDE A ‘PACKAGE’ TO REDUCE COSTS FOR STUDENTS. I DIDN’T WANT TO PUT 
EXACT COST, BECAUSE THAT’S CONSTRAINING, I DIDN’T WANT TO PUT PRESSURE, BUT STRONGLY URGE 
THEM TO CONSIDER THE IDEA. 
➢ NO QUESTIONS 
➢ DEBATE: 
o AU GRASHOFF: CHANGING IT FROM DEMANDING SOMETHING TO MORE CONSIDERING, AS YOU 
CAN SEE IN PREAMBLE. NOT TELLING THEM THEY NEED TO DO SOMETHING BUT SHOWING 
AWARENESS OF AN ISSUE, AND ASKING THEY DO SOMETHING IF THEY CAN. THIS PASSED 
COMMITTEE UNANIMOUSLY 
▪ Q-STIRLING: IF YOU GET THIS DONE AT HEALTH CENTER, GOES ON FEE BILL? 
• A: IT CAN, BUT NOT ALWAYS. YOU CAN PAY IN PERSON IF YOU’D LIKE BUT 
OFTEN TIMES PEOPLE AREN’T AWARE INITIALLY IT COSTS THIS MUCH AND 
DON’T HAVE THE MONEY READILY AVAILABLE 
o BELL: I AM IN FAVOR OF THIS LEGISLATION. MANY STUDENTS MAY NOT GET THIS DONE AS 
FREQUENTLY AS THEY SHOULD OR WOULD WANT TO, BECAUSE THEY CAN’T AFFORD IT. 
STUDENTS SHOULDN’T COMPROMISE THEIR HEALTH CARE BECAUSE OF COSTS. ALSO, SHOWS UP 
ON FEE BILL, HAVING TO EXPLAIN MAY BE HARD. I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
➢ CLOSING: THANK YOU, I THINK EVERYTHING HAS BEEN SAID. I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE. 
** SEN. CHEATWOOD MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECOND BY AN. GRASHOFF; NO OBJECTION 
➢ SGR NO. 15 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
 
SGR NO. 16 BY SEN. ALLMON - A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU STUDENT HEALTH CENTER TO 
MAKE A SEXUAL HEALTH TAB ON THEIR ONLINE PATIENT PORTAL 
➢ OPENING: IMPROVING SEXUAL HEALTH RESOURCES ON CAMPUS I THINK IS VERY IMPORTANT. THE MAIN 
THING I’D LIKE FOR THERE TO BE IS A TAB REGARDING THE INFO. THERE ARE MENTAL HEALTH TABS, 
WELLNESS TABS, BUT NOTHING FOR THIS. VERY HARD TO FIND IF TESTS CAN BE DONE, LET ALONE WHAT 
TESTS. THERE’S SOMETHING IN THERE REGARDING A BIRTH CONTROL CLASS, BUT THAT’S REALLY IT. 
SEXUAL HEALTH RESOURCES ALSO SOMETIMES GET MUDDLED WITH SEXUAL ASSAULT RESOURCES. WHILE 
THAT IS INCREDIBLY IMPORTANT, SHOULD ALSO BE A DIFFERENT AREA. ALABAMA HAS AMAZING 
RESOURCES REGARDING THIS INFORMATION, COULD GROW TO BE GREAT SEC EXCHANGE INITIATIVE 
➢ NO QUESTIONS 
➢ DEBATE: 
o AU. GRASHOFF: (UNBIASED) LOTS OF QUESTIONS, AUTHOR ANSWERED ALL OF THEM. A FEW 
TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS, SOME POSITIVE DEBATE. (BIASED), I THINK THIS IS INCREDIBLY 
IMPORTANT. SEXUAL HEALTH IS HEALTH, WE NEED GOOD HEALTH ALL AROUND, AND THIS IS 
PART OF IT. I KNOW THEIR RECOVERING FROM INSTANCES (THE FIRE) AND THIS IS SOMETHING 
WE SHOULD BRING TO THEIR ATTENTION. THEY ARE OPEN TO IMPROVING STUDENT EXPERIENCE 
AND RESOURCES 
o PERKINS: VERY MUCH IN SUPPORT. THINK THIS IS QUICK EASY FIX FOR MAKING RESOURCES 
ACCESSIBLE, I THINK THIS IS A GREAT TIME FOR THIS. 
➢ CLOSING: I THINK THIS IS GREAT; IF YOU SAW REVEILLE LAST WEEK, IT SHARED THAT STUDENTS FELT 
SHC WAS LACKING, THIS WILL HELP WITH IT. STEP IN RIGHT DIRECTION, SEXUAL HEALTH IS IMPORTANT. 
URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
** CHEATWOOD MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECONDED; NO OBJECTION 
➢ SGR NO. 16 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
 
SGR NO. 19 BY SEN. WARREN - A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST THE COLLEGE OF HUMANITIES AND 
SOCIAL SCIENCES TO RECOGNIZE AND OFFER AMERICAN SIGN LANGUAGE (ASL) AS A LANGUAGE COURSE 
➢ OPENING: I’VE BEEN TAKING AN ASL CLASS, AND IT HAS GROWN NEAR AND DEAR TO MY HEART. IT IS 
CONSIDERED THE 4TH MOST USED LANGUAGE IN US. IT IS NOT HOWEVER CONSIDERED A SPOKEN 
LANGUAGE, SO IT ISN’T TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION VERY MUCH. IT IS NOT CONSIDERED AN ‘ACTUAL’ 
LANGUAGE, WHICH IS DISAPPOINTING. WE HAVE ONE COURSE, IN COMM D, BUT FOR STUDENTS TO 
IMPROVE MORE OR GET CERTIFICATION, MUST SEARCH OFF CAMPUS PROGRAMS AND CLASSES. COULD BE 
GREAT FOR NON-DEAF STUDENTS 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-B LANDRY: DO YOU KNOW HOW THESE CLASSES ARE STRUCTURED? 
▪ A-WARREN: NOT JUST ASL. IN ASL LEARN ABOUT DEAF PEOPLE, DEAF CULTURE. COULD 
BE WRITTEN PORTION; TEACHER COULD SIGN IN FRONT OF CLASS, AND CLASS COULD 
WRITE WHAT WAS BEING SIGNED. SIGNING EXAMS COULD ALSO BE GIVEN, TOO. 
o Q-D’ESP: HOW MANY STUDENTS HAVE/WOULD ASK FOR THIS COURSE ON CAMPUS? 
▪ A-WARREN: I AM NOT SURE AN EXACT LEVEL. WHERE I TAKE CLASSES, WE HAVE LSU 
STUDENTS ON EVERY LEVEL. ABOUT 30 STUDENTS, IN COMM D, BECAUSE THIS IS A 
REQUIRED SKILL FOR THEM 
o Q-PERKINS: COULD THIS REPLACE LANGUAGE CLASS OR JUST ELECTIVE? 
▪ A-WARREN: I’D LIKE FOR IT TO ALSO BE ABLE TO REPLACE LANGUAGE CLASS 
o Q-OLIVER: HAVE YOU SPOKEN W/ DEPARTMENT? 
▪ A-WARREN: HAVEN’T SAT WITH DEAN HAYNIE YET, BUT HAVE BEEN EMAILING BACK 
AND FORTH AND HAS NO OBJECTIONS SO FAR 
o Q-MARTIN: SO THIS ISN’T EVEN OFFERED AS ELECTIVE YET? 
▪ A-WARREN: THERE IS SOME PHYS COMM CLASS, BUT NOT EVEN ALL ASL 
o Q-PHILLIPS: WHEN COULD WE SEE THIS AS A CLASS? LIKE FOR LANGUAGE OPTION? 
▪ A-WARREN: THIS IS SOMETHING I’D LIKE TO HAVE IMPLEMENTED EVENTUALLY 
o Q-MCKINNEY: HAVE YOU SPOKEN WITH ANYONE WHO KNOWS ASL WHO COULD TEACH THIS? 
▪ A-WARREN: I HAVE IDENTIFIED 2 PEOPLE WHO HAVE PHD IN ASL, NOT AT LSU RIGHT 
NOW, BUT BR IS THEIR HOME TOWN, LOOKING TO COMING BACK. BUT RIGHT NOW NO 
PLACE IN BR FOR THEM TO TEACH. 
➢ DEBATE: 
o STIRLING: (UNBIASED) HEARD IN AA ON MONDAY, QUESTIONS ABOUT FEASIBILITY, SHE’S BEEN 
TALKING TO DEAN HAYNIE, AND SHE’S GREAT AND WOULD LIKE TO SEE IT HAPPEN. (BIASED) I 
LEARNED A LOT ABOUT DEAF CULTURE, LINGUISTICS AND CULTURE VERY INTERESTING, 
PREVALENCE INTERESTING. I THINK IT’D BE GREAT ADDITION. 
o BECQUET: I LIVE WITH 2 COMD GRAD STUDENTS, AND YESTERDAY THEY WERE SAYING THEY 
WISH WE HAD ASL AT LSU BECAUSE THEY REALLY NEED IT TO COMMUNICATE WITH PATIENTS, 
BUT HARDER TO TAKE IF OFF CAMPUS 
o CHAISSON: MY GF IS COMD, SHE’S WAS UPSET THEY DIDN’T OFFER ASL. I MEAN WE OFFER CAJUN 
FRENCH, WHICH IS A DEAD LANGUAGE, SO I DEFINITELY THINK WE COULD BENEFIT FROM 
OFFERING ASL, A VERY USEFUL LANGUAGE 
o PERKINS: WHEN I INITIALLY READ, I WASN’T SURE HOW IT’D GO WITH FOREIGN LANGUAGE 
REQUIREMENT. BUT THIS LEGISLATION JUST PROPOSES TO OFFER THE COURSE. THEN LOGISTICS 
COULD BE DISCUSSED LATER ON. I'M TAKING A 4HR ONLINE ITALIAN CLASS, BECAUSE I NEEDED 
LANG. I WOULD’VE MUCH PREFERRED THIS, FEEL IT’S MORE USEFUL. THINK IT’D BE GREAT TO 
OFFER 
o MULLANEY: JUST WANTED TO SAY I WENT TO MUCH SMALLER SCHOOL FOR UNDERGRAD, AND 
WE HAD ASL. IT WAS VERY POPULAR CLASS, AND I THINK IT WOULD BE TOO. IN LAW, WE ARE 
ALLOWED TO AUDIT CLASSES, AND I THINK THIS WOULD BE POPULAR. IT WOULD BE A GREAT 
SKILL TO HAVE FOR ANYONE OF ANY MAJOR 
o J LANDRY: THINK WE HEARD OF PRACTICAL NEED FOR ASL. WANT TO POINT OUT SOMETHING IN 
PP3. THE WORD DEAF IS CAPITALIZED; NOT A TYPO. REFERS TO CULTURE, CONVENTIONS; HOW 
TO PROPERLY AND RESPECTFULLY COMMUNICATE TO PEOPLE W/IN CULTURE, WHEN YOU’RE 
OUTSIDE OF CULTURE. WHEN THINKING OF DEAF CULTURE, THINK LESS OF DEALING WITH 
DISABILITY, BUT WITH DIFF CULTURE, DIFF WAY OF LIFE. IF LOOK AT HISTORY OF DEAF 
CULTURE, SEE HOW ITS DEVELOPED. OUR COLLEAGUE CALLED CAJUN FRENCH A NEARLY DEAD 
LANGUAGE – BACK IN THOSE DAYS, SIGN LANGUAGE WAS STRONGLY DISCOURAGED. BUT NOW IT 
HAS BECOME STRONG THING. REASON WE HAVE LANGUAGES AT LSU OTHER THAN ENGLISH, AND 
THAT WE HAVE TOPICS – LIKE COMD- THAT DEAL WITH TRYING TO COMMUNICATE. IF WE CAN 
PASS THIS, GREAT FIRST STEP 
➢ CLOSING: I THINK YOU ALL HEARD AND SAID EVERYTHING. THINK INCREDIBLY IMPORTANT, ALSO FOR 
HELPING WELCOME DEAF AND HARD OF HEARING STUDENTS AND FACULTY TO OUR SCHOOL. URGE 
FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
**VAUGHN MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECONDED; NO OBJECTION 
➢ SGR NO. 19 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
 
SGR NO. 20 BY SEN. WARREN - A RESOLUTION TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU STUDENT HEALTH CENTER 
(SHC) TO OFFER THE DOCUMENTATION OF PHYSICAL TRIGGERS ON THE SHC PATIENT PORTAL 
➢ OPENING: I WORK AT WOMEN’S CENTER, I WORK WITH LOTS OF DIFF GROUPS ON CAMPUS AND IN 
COMMUNITY. BROUGHT TO MY ATTENTION THAT MANY STUDENTS AFRAID OF GOING TO SHC BECAUSE 
NOT THEIR NORMAL PRACTITIONER, NOT SOMEONE FAMILIAR WITH, AND WOULD LIKE TO KNOW 
RESOURCES ARE AVAILABLE AND KNOWN ABOUT THESE. 
➢ DEBATE: 
o AU. GRASHOFF: (UNBIASED)COMMITTEE RESPONDED WELL TO THIS, ASKED ABOUT WORDING, 
HOW IT’D APPEAR ON WEBSITE. PASSED WITH UNANIMOUS. (BIASED), I AM HAPPY ABOUT THIS, I 
THINK IT’D BE A GREAT THING, I AM IN FULL SUPPORT AND THINK YOU SHOULD BE TOO 
➢ CLOSING: I THINK IMPORTANT, AND THAT HELPFUL TO MANY STUDENTS ON CAMPUS. URGE FAVORABLE 
PASSAGE 
**AN. GRASHOFF MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECONDED; NO OBJECTION 
➢ SGR NO. 20 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
 
SGCR NO. 15 BY SEN. GREEN - A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION TO PLACE A REFERENDUM BEFORE THE 
LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY STUDENT BODY IN THE FALL 2018 ELECTIONS TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO RECONSIDER, RESTRUCTURE, AND REDUCE THE STUDENT MEDIA ASSOCIATED FEES 
➢ OPENING: TO GET STARTED I HAVE A FEW MINOR TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS THAT I'M DOING AT 
BEGINNING OF DEBATE. SO THIS DRAFT IS SOMETHING WE’VE BEEN WORKING ON FOR A WHILE. SAT DOWN 
LOOKED AT FEES WE FELT WE HAD QUESTIONS ABOUT. REACHED OUT TO DEPARTMENTS AND RECEIVED 
MORE DETAILED REPORTS. REVIEWED THESE DETAILS, CAME UP WITH QUESTIONS, MET WITH REP FOR 
ABOUT 2 HOURS. THEN MET LATER, CAME UP WITH MAJORITY OPINION. AS YOU SEE IN THIS REPORT. 
OPINION SECTION: 1ST DECISION, THE $8 GUMBO FEE SHOULD BE CUT ENTIRELY; BASED ON PEOPLE WHO 
GET GUMBO, AND HOW MUCH THEY MAKE FROM REVENUE AND AD SALES. FELT IMPROPER USE OF 
STUDENT FEES. 2ND CHANGE, TO CONSOLIDATE ALL FEES INTO ONE FEE; RIGHT NOW ONE FEE FOR KLSU, 
ONE FOR TIGER TV, ETC. HOWEVER, RIGHT NOW FEEL MONEY FROM REV IS RESTRICTED; IN PAST, USED 
MONEY FROM GUMBO FEE TO REVEILLE; TECHNICALLY NOT ALLOWED. THIS WOULD ALLOW MORE 
FLEXIBILITY; WANT AREAS THAT NEED THE MONEY TO BE ABLE TO HAVE IT. ALSO, RECOMMENDING 
LEGACY BE DISCONTINUED. MOST STUDENTS WE SPOKE WITH OUTSIDE OF MASS COMM, THEY DIDN’T 
KNOW WHAT IT WAS. WHEN WE ASKED HOW MANY PEOPLE READ OR PICK THEM UP, THEY HAD NO 
NUMBERS. THEY PUT THEM OUT IN BOXES BUT DON’T CHECK NUMBERS. WE’D LIKE TO REALLOCATE THAT 
MONEY TO OTHER MEDIA OUTLETS. WANT ALSO, TO ADD PART TIME FEE. NOTHING STOPPING ANYONE 
FROM USING STUDENT MEDIA, SO REQUESTING PART TIME STUDENTS PAY $2 PER CREDIT HOUR. ALSO, 
THIS WHOLE THING IS NON-BINDING. BUT THIS IS SGCR BECAUSE IT WILL GO INTO REFERENDUM. I THINK 
THIS ABOUT COVERS IT. IF ANY QUESTIONS, I’D LOVE TO ANSWER 
➢ QUESTIONS:  
o Q-RILEY: HOW MUCH DID YOU SPEAK WITH STUDENT MEDIA AFTER YOU MADE THESE 
DECISIONS? 
▪ A-GREEN: ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT HOW THEY’D FEEL ABOUT CUTS, ATTACHMENT TO 
GUMBO – DIDN’T SEEM TO ATTACHED O GUMBO. HAVEN’T COME BACK TO THEM ASKING 
HOW THEY’D FEEL ABOUT THE CUTS. NOT CURRENTLY AWARE OF EXACTLY WHAT 
WE’RE ASKING OF THEM, BUT WE’LL BE IN TOUCH. THIS WOULD GO ON REF DURING FALL 
2018, SO IT’D BE A WHILE BEFORE WE GET THIS TO STUDENT BODY 
o Q-CHEATWOOD: WASN’T ONE OF THEM OPERATING IN HUGE SURPLUS? LIKE GUMBO OR LEGACY? 
▪ A-GREEN: MOST OF THE TIME DON’T OPERATE ON SURPLUS; DO HAVE SOME MONEY 
RIGHT NOW BECAUSE OF THE CHANGE IN DIRECTOR. TRANSITION WAS ODD. I THINK 
YOU MAY BE THINKING OF A DIFF FEE WE’LL TALK ABOUT LATER 
o Q-PHILLIPS: HAVE YOU SPOKE WITH BOARD OF SUPERVISORS? 
▪ A-GREEN: THEY KNEW ABOUT COMMITTEE, DID SEND STUFF THEIR WAY, AND THEY 
SAID THEY’D ASK QUESTIONS IF THEY HAVE THEM 
➢ DEBATE: 
o GREEN: AMENDMENTS TO WORDING FOR HOW COMMITTEE FELT, TECH AMEND, PASSED IN 
FAVOR, WITH ME ABSTAINING 
o ALLMON: I’M IN FAVOR OF THE FEE REDUCTION COMPLETELY. ALSO I’M OUR COUNTERPART ON 
STUDENT MEDIA BOARD. WHILE I LIKE THINGS THAT MANSHIP DOES FOR STUDENTS; WHILE LOTS 
GOOD, I DO FEEL THAT LEGACY AND GUMBO, DO SEEM TO BE THE LEAST POPULAR. EVEN PEOPLE 
WHO ARE ON THOSE DEPARTMENTS AREN’T MANSHIP STUDENTS; IN STUDENT MEDIA BOARD 
MEETING WHEN I BROUGHT UP THIS FEE, THE ONLY PEOPLE WHO WERE CONCERNED WERE 
FACULTY – SO I THINK IT’S MORE THEIR PROJECT THAN STUDENTS. I FEEL STUDENTS DON’T 
CARE SO MUCH FOR IT. WHEN I ASKED PICK UP RATE FOR LEGACY, THE LACK OF CLEAR ANSWER 
WAS BOTHERSOME. AND IT’S LIKE $39 A YEAR. STUDENTS SEEM LIKE THEY’D RATHER PAY FOR 
OTHER THINGS (LIKE GUY WHO CAME IN DURING PUBLIC INPUT ABOUT MUSIC). 
o MARTIN: SO WHEN I FOUND OUT WE HAD TO PAY A FEE – FIRST I DIDN’T KNOW GUMBO EXISTED. 
LIKE WE HAVE TO PAY FEES FOR IT, THEN WE HAVE TO LIKE ACTUALLY BUY IT IF WE WANT IT. IF 
PEOPLE WANTED IT THEY COULD BUY IT WITHOUT US PAYING FEES. VERY GLAD COMMITTEE 
WAS CREATED AND THEY’RE DOING THINGS ABOUT IT. URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
o RILEY: I WAS IN MEETING W/ DIRECTOR OF STUDENT MEDIA WHEN SFVAC MET. ALSO, IF ANYONE 
HAVING RESERVATIONS – COMPANY WE PAIR WITH TO ORDER GUMBO REQUIRES 600 COPIES TO 
BE ORDERED. WE ONLY HAVE ABOUT 300 STUDENTS WHO WANT THEM. SO LIKE 300 UNCLAIMED 
COPIES, THAT STUDENT FEES BOUGHT. ALSO, HOPE THIS LEGISLATION MAKES STUDENT MEDIA 
WANT TO IMPROVE THEIR USAGE TRACKING – LIKE WITH LEGACY; ALSO, COULDN’T TELL US FOR 
KLSU, AND FOR TIGER TV, JUST GO OFF OF NUMBER OF VIEWS ON YOUTUBE. I HOPE THEY 
IMPROVE THEIR DATA COLLECTION, AND THAT IT ENCOURAGES OTHER DEPARTMENTS TO DO 
THE SAME 
▪ Q-BELL: DO YOU KNOW HOW MUCH IT WOULD COST TO TRACK READERSHIP OR PEOPLE 
LISTENING? 
• YIELD TO GREEN: TTV TRACK BY YOUTUBE, KLSU COULD PURCHASE (WHO 
CONTRACTED OUT TO) SET OF DATA FOR $700, WHICH IS A SMALL FRACTION OF 
THE MONEY THEY GET. THEY DID IT MANY YEARS AGO, AND HAVEN’T EVEN 
CONSIDERED DOING IT IN A WHILE 
• A-RILEY: EVEN IF NOT TRACK CONSTANTLY, SOME MONTHS, SO WE COULD GET 
SOME KIND OF IDEA. 
o BELL: **PROPOSING AMENDMENT - WANT TO THANK GREEN AND SFVAC FOR THEIR WORK. 
AMENDMENT I’M PROPOSING WE STRIKE TO REMOVE FUNDING FOR LEGACY. I’D LIKE TO LOWER 
IT, OR SOMETHING I THINK COMPLETELY REMOVING MAY BE A MISTAKE. I THINK WE 
ENCOURAGE THEM TO CHANGE THE WAY LEGACY IS RUN. I THINK LEGACY IS GREAT EXPERIENCE 
FOR PEOPLE TO WRITE AND WORK ON IT, AND GUMBO. BUT I DO KNOW PEOPLE WHO WORK ON 
LEGACY. AS MANSHIP, I THINK MY CONSTITUENTS WOULD LIKE FOR THIS TO CONTINUE 
▪ Q-D’ESP: DO YOU KNOW HOW LEGACY WRITERS ARE SELECTED? 
• A-BELL: I AM NOT SURE 
• **PC ALLMON: CAN APPLY FOR EDITING POSITION, VOTE IN STUDENT MEDIA 
BOARD. 2.0 GPA, PAID POSITION 
▪ Q-STIRLING: CAN YOU EXPAND ON DIFF BETWEEN REV AND LEG? 
• A-BELL: I USED TO WRITE FOR REV. LIMITED NUMBER OF POSITIONS, A LOT OF 
OPINIONS, SOME NEWS. MAGAZINE IS DIFFERENT. 
▪ Q-WARREN: DO YOU THINK PRINT IS THE BEST OPTION? THAT POSTING ONLINE ISN’T 
VIABLE OR SUSTAINABLE? 
• A-BELL: NOT SURE  
**PC ALLMON: IF COULD DO ONLINE, STUDENTS NOT SURE HOW THEY COULD DO 
THAT 
▪ Q-WARREN: WELL DO YOU THINK IT COULD BE PUBLISHED ONLINE? 
• A-BELL: I THINK IT COULD, IF WE REDUCE FEE. BUT IF WE STRIKE FEE 
ENTIRELY, THEN COULDN’T EVEN HAVE THAT OPTION 
▪ Q-CHEATWOOD: CLARIFY AMENDMENT? 
• A-BELL: I’D LIKE TO REMOVE THE SUPPORT OF CUTTING LEGACY MAG 
▪ Q-MCKINNEY: WOULD YOU AGREE THAT THIS CONTINUING RESOLUTION IS TO 
REALLOCATE THE FEES, NOT NECESSARILY DECIDE ACTION OF STUDENT MEDIA BOARD? 
ESPECIALLY SOMETHING THAT ONLY MANSHIP STUDENT BENEFIT FROM? 
• A-BELL: OH YES, I DO UNDERSTAND. BUT I DO THINK A LOT OF NON MANSHIP 
CAN BENEFIT FROM IT. HOWEVER, I FEEL THAT IF AS A BODY WERE AGREEING 
TO THE WHOLE DOCUMENT, THEN I THINK IT SHOULD BE STRUCK 
▪ Q-PHILLIPS: WOULD YOU AGREE THAT RECOMMENDING DISCONTINUING THE LEG IS A 
STRONG WAY OF RECOMMENDING THEY BETTER ALLOCATE STUDENT FEES? RATHER 
THAN FORCING STUDENTS TO PAY DIFF FEES? 
• A-BELL: RIGHT, WELL, INSTEAD OF US SAYING WE WANT TO DO AWAY WITH 
THE LEGACY. WE SAY THAT WE WANT YOU MONEY IN A POOL, THEN YOU CAN 
USE IT HOW YOU WANT. BUT MAYBE WE JUST DON’T INCLUDE OUR OPINION ON 
THE LEGACY 
▪ **AMENDMENT DEEMED HOSTILE 
▪ DEBATE ON AMENDMENT: 
• ALLMON: SO I’M AGAINST THE AMENDMENT. PART OF BEING IN THE FIELD I’M 
IN –MEDIA FIELD – IS HAMMERING EFFECTIVENESS, MEASURING OUTREACH. 
THE FACT THAT DIRECTOR WAS UNABLE TO TELL US ANY NUMBERS OR DATA 
WAS VERY IRRESPONSIBLE. ALSO, JOB OPPORTUNITIES AND EXPERIENCE – 
MANSHIP SENDS OUT EMAIL WITH THOSE EVERY WEEK FOR STUDENTS TO USE. 
MANY AVAILABLE ON OR NEAR CAMPUS 
o Q-CHEATWOOD: HAVE YOU BEEN ON STUDENT MEDIA, THINK THEY 
ENJOY AND GET EXPERIENCE? 
o A-ALLMON: NO, BUT HAVE CLOSE FRIENDS. YES, THINK THEY ENJOY, 
BUT DON’T THINK THEY’RE PULLED TOGETHER ENOUGH. EVEN 
PEOPLE ON SAY IRRESPONSIBLE, DON’T HAVE SOCIAL MEDIA PEOPLE, 
AND DON’T CARRY OUT HOW THEY SHOULD. 
• OLIVER: GLAD BELL BROUGHT UP AMENDMENT. WAS UPSET TO SEE THIS 
GETTING CUT. I HAVE CLOSE FRIEND ON LEG, AND IT HELPED HER LAND 
INTERNSHIP WITH VOGUE. YES DOESN’T BENEFIT ALL STUDENTS BUT DOES 
GREATLY BENEFIT SOME STUDENTS WE REP. THINK WE CAN RECOMMEND 
POOL, BUT ALSO THINK WE SHOULDN’T TELL THEM HOW TO DO USE THEIR 
MONEY 
o Q-GREEN 
▪ A-OLIVER: THINK IF WE THINK DISCONTINUE LEG, THINK 
JUST REC TO POOL 
o Q-GREEN: WELL, SAME ARGUMENT, WHAT ABOUT GUMBO? 
▪ A-OLIVER: DON’T THINK WE SHOULD SUGGEST CUTTING 
THAT. BUT FINANCIAL GAP BETWEEN GUMBO AND LEG IS 
MUCH DIFFERENT 
o Q-RILEY: DO YOU THINK THAT WE SHOULD LEAVE THAT OPEN, SEEING 
AS HOW THEY’VE SPENT MONEY THUS FAR? 
▪ A-OLIVER: NO, BUT I THINK THIS WILL OPEN EYES 
• D’ESP: REGARDING AMENDMENT. I WORKED WITH STUDENT MEDIA LAST 
SEMESTER. THINK STUDENT MEDIA DOES OFFER GREAT EXPERIENCE. I THINK 
THE WAY THEY SELECT STUDENTS TO WORK FOR THEM, ACTUALLY, IS UNFAIR, 
AND BIASED. NOT ACTUALLY OPEN TO HAVE JUST ANYONE COME WORK FOR 
THEM. THEY HAVE AN UNSPOKEN CRITERIA 
• CHEATWOOD: I’M IN FAVOR OF AMENDMENT. LOVE LEGISLATION AND WHAT IT 
DOES, BUT DO THINK THAT THE LEG AND GUMBO ARE ASSETS TO STUDENT 
MEDIA AND LSU AS A WHOLE. COULD SAY IF IT DOESN’T REP ALL 500 
CONSTITUENTS I SHOULD BE AGAINST. BUT IF JUST ONE OR TWO DO BENEFIT, 
THEN I SHOULD SPEAK ON IT 
o Q-BLACK: ARE YOU AWARE NATURE; STRONG LANGUAGE; POSED TO 
STUDENT BODY; AND POTENTIAL OF BEING CUT? 
▪ A-CHEATWOOD 
o Q-GREEN: DON’T YOU FEEL THAT IF WE SEE LEG MONEY NOT BEING 
USED PROPERLY, WE SHOULD CUT ITS MONEY? 
▪ A-CHEATWOOD: NO I THINK WE SHOULD AGREE TO CUT 
STUDENT MEDIA FUNDING, NOT TO CUT LEGACY FUNDING 
SPECIFICALLY. 
• B LANDRY: RIGHT NOW, SAYING LET’S CUT LEGACY, PUT TOWARD STUDENT 
MEDIA, MAYBE REVEILLE. WE’RE SAYING THAT IF WE STRIKE THIS, SUGGESTION 
OF REMOVAL OF LEG MONEY, THEY HOW TO MAKE THAT UP IN REV? ANY 
OTHER INCREASE, TO BRING REV BACK INTO BLACK, DOESN’T SEEM POSSIBLE. 
MY COLLEAGUE WANTS TO TALK ABOUT EXPERIENCES – WE HEARD THAT 
MANY OTHER OUTLETS FOR IT. HECK WITH THAT MONEY, COULD DO LONG 
FORM JOURNALISM. WITH LEG, THE MAG SEEMS SOMETHING BETTER SUITED 
FOR ALUM ASSOCIATION OR SOME OTHER ADMIN TO TAKE CARE OF. 
o Q-RILEY: (MAYBE NOT TO YOU BUT TO ANYONE) – PART OF REF IS 
PART TIME STUDENTS, DO PART TIME STUDENTS GET TO VOTE IN 
ELECTIONS? 
o *A-MICKLER: I DO BELIEVE SO 
• PERKINS: I WASN’T THAT INVESTED IN SFVAC AT FIRST, UNTIL NOW WE ALL 
ARE. WITH LEGACY, FROM WHAT I’VE SEEN AT LSU, PEOPLE DO NOTICE IT. NOT 
A TON OF PEOPLE BENEFIT FROM IT, BUT THE PEOPLE THAT I HAVE KNOWN 
TO BE INVOLVED IN IT – FEATURED, PHOTOGRAPHERS, WRITERS, EDITORS – IT 
DOES SERVE UNDERREPRESENTED COMMUNITIES ON CAMPUS. YES, IT IS A LOT 
OF MONEY, AND IT IS STUDENT FEES – BUT DOES REPRESENT PEOPLE ON 
CAMPUS. THINK WE COULD DECREASE, BUT DON’T THINK WE SHOULD CUT 
• STIRLING: I FEEL STRONGLY FOR CUTTING THE LEGACY. I’M MOST IN FAVOR 
FOR KEEPING LEGISLATION AS IT IS WRITTEN. I DO SEE VALUE IN MAGAZINE, AS 
IT HAS BEEN BROUGHT UP. I DON’T THINK THOUGH THAT EVERY STUDENT 
SHOULD HAVE TO PAY IT. I THINK STUDENT MEDIA COULD CHOOSE TO KEEP IT 
WITH THEIR NEW POOL OF MONEY, BUT IF THEY REALLY TRULY BELIEVE THEIR 
MAG IS VIABLE, THEY’LL FIND OTHER AVENUES TO MAKE IT HAPPEN BESIDES 
HAVE EVERY STUDENT PAY FOR IT ON THEIR FEE BILL. I AM AGAINST 
AMENDMENT 
• RILEY: I AM NOT IN FAVOR OF AMENDMENT. LIKE, I’M STUDENT WORKER IN 
BURSAR AND I’M ACCOUNTING, AND IT IS GREAT EXPERIENCE, BUT IT IS 
SOMETHING ALL STUDENTS USE. MOST STUDENTS UTILIZE THE RESOURCE, AND 
PAID FROM DIFF WAY. EVEN IF 30-40% STUDENTS USED LEG, I THINK IT’D BE 
GOOD TO SEE THIS KEPT AND ENCOURAGED TO GROW, BUT NOT EVEN THAT 
AMOUNT. SOMEONE SAID WE SHOULDN’T DIRECT PEOPLE FOR HOW THEY 
SHOULD SPEND THEIR MONEY, BUT THAT’S EXACTLY WHAT I THINK WE 
SHOULD BE DOING. 
o Q-OLIVER: WELL, THEN YOU DISAGREE THAT WE SHOULD GIVE THEM 
LUMP SUM? 
▪ A-RILEY: NO, I AGREE WIT 
o Q-CHEATWOOD: YES LACKING LOGISTICS. DO YOU KNOW VIEWERSHIP 
OF TTV? 
▪ A-RILEY: ON THEIR TTV CHANNEL. 
▪ *MICKLER: LESS THAN 100 TYPICALLY 
o CHEATWOOD: SO, TTV REACHING EVEN LOWER % OF PEOPLE, 
PROBABLY, AND WE SAY THAT IT SUCCESSFUL. WHY IS THAT ANY LESS 
SUCCESSFUL THAN LEG? 
▪ A-RILEY: LEGACY DOESN’T REACH LARGE NUMBER AND 
TRYING TO. TTV COULD. ALSO, LEGACY SEEMS THAT IT ONLY 
BENEFITS THE 14 STUDENTS WORKING ON LEGACY 
o *PC GREEN: LEGACY PRINTS 6500 EACH TIME 
o *PC MICKLER: LEGACY DISTRIBUTED SAME WAY AS REVEILLE, IN 
BOXES 
o *PC PORCHE: TTV SOME VIDEOS ONLY A FEW HUNDRED, YESTERDAY 
ONE HAS 1.6 THOUSAND, AND ONE A WHILE AGO, 7 THOUSAND 
o *PC BURRIS: TOP 12 HAVE OVER THOUSANDS OF VIEWS; THEY DO 
GET A LOT OF VIEWS. 
• AMEND CLOSING, BELL: THANK YOU ALL, I HAVE AN IDEA FOR THE 
SUGGESTION. THERE IS A PLACE FOR US TO SUGGEST TO THE PEOPLE ON THE 
TOP HOW TO SPEND THEIR MONEY. BUT AS MANSHIP SENATOR I THINK THEY 
BENEFIT FROM. I’M SURE I PAY FEES THAT OTHERS BENEFIT FROM, AND THEN 
WE WANT EVERYONE TO BENEFIT. I THINK WE SHOULD LIFT EACH OTHER UP – 
THINK SHOULD LEAVE A LEGACY 
• CLOSE, GREEN: STILL AGAINST AMENDMENT; STUDENT WORKER JOBS 
AVAILABLE, DON’T THINK WE SHOULD PAY FOR 14 OF THEM. IF WE WANTED TO 
CUT LEGACY AND MONEY, WE WOULD’VE CUT THE MONEY, TOO. BUT WE’RE 
STILL GIVING THEM THE MONEY FROM IT. WE FEEL OTHER THINGS DO BENEFIT 
STUDENTS MORE-SO THAN THE LEGACY (HOWEVER, THEY STILL COULD FUND 
LEGACY IF THEY’D LIKE 
▪ *IN LIEU OF VOICE VOTE, STANDING VOTE 
▪ AMENDMENT FAILS 
o (BACK INTO DEBATE) 
o VAUGHN: INCREDIBLY FOR THIS LEGISLATION, FOR WHAT SFVAC DOES AND STANDS FOR. I WANT 
TO MAKE CLEAR TOO HOW NON-BINDING OUR OPINION IS, IT JUST PUTS IT UP TO A VOTE FOR THE 
STUDENT BODY. I’M VERY MUCH IN FAVOR OF THE LEGISLATION, THINK EVERYONE SHOULD 
READ IT 
➢ CLOSING: THIS IS SO IMPORTANT. THANK YOU ALL FOR PARTICIPATING IN THIS; IT IS THE FIRST TIME 
STUDENTS HAVE EVER REVIEWED FEES ON OUR OWN AND MADE SUGGESTIONS ON THEM, SO WE ARE 
REALLY MAKING STRIDES HERE. THINK YOU HEARD ALL YOU NEED TO HEAR. I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE. 
➢ VOTE-UP VOTE 
➢ SGCR NO. 15 PASSES WITH 93% IN FAVOR 
 
SGCR NO. 16 BY SEN. GREEN - A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION TO PLACE A REFERENDUM BEFORE THE 
LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY STUDENT BODY IN THE FALL 2018 ELECTIONS TO URGE AND REQUEST THE LSU 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO RECONSIDER THE PERFORMING ARTS FEE 
➢ OPENING: THIS IS VERY SIMILAR TO PREVIOUS LEGISLATION; OPINION CRAFTED BY THE COMMITTEE, 
AFTER OUR MEETINGS WITH PEOPLE FROM MDA, PERFORMING ARTS FEE. I WILL READ PURPOSE OF FEE 
AND ORIGINAL CREATION OF THIS FEE. ALSO, NOTE BLACK BOX FEE, NOT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS FEE, AND 
WE FEEL THIS FEE IS BEING WELL USED, NOTHING SHOULD BE DONE WITH IT, NOTED IN LEGISLATION. 
THIS FEE, THOUGH, PERFORMING ARTS, NO LONGER USED FOR ORIGINAL INTENT. INTENTION TO BE USED 
BY UNION …., WHICH NO LONGER EXISTS. AT SOME POINT, FEE GOT TRANSFERRED TO MDA. VERY 
INTERESTING THAT STUDENT CAME HERE EARLY, WANTING TO CREATE FEE THAT WOULD ALLOW 
PROGRAMMING TO BE FREE TO STUDENTS. NO PROGRAMS FREE TO STUDENTS; OFFERED AT REDUCED 
PRICE, BUT NOT FREE. ALSO, IF YOU LOOK, ATTENDANCE, VERY LOW PARTICIPATION. WE FEEL THAT WITH 
THOSE IN MIND, FEE DOESN’T SERVE STUDENT BODY. NOW SERVES AS SUBSIDY EDUCATION FOR STUDENTS 
IN COLLEGE OF MDA. WHILE IT DOES HELP THOSE STUDENTS, NOT BENEFICIAL TO ALL STUDENTS AND 
SHOULDN’T BE PAID BY ALL. ALSO, WE FEEL ADVERTISING EFFORTS DONE ARE NOT VERY GOOD, BARELY 
EXIST. BUT DON’T NEED TO BECAUSE SUBSIDIZED SO WELL. ALSO, HAVE TWO FUNDS, FROM FEES AND 
FROM REVENUES – REVENUES NEARLY DOUBLE OF FEE. THINK DON’T NEED TO HAVE FEE – DOESN’T OFFER 
AS MUCH BENEFIT AS IT IS COSTING. 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-MCKINNEY: WOULD YOU BE WILLING TO WORK W THE GUY WHO WAS HERE EARLIER? 
▪ A-GREEN: YES I SPOKE WITH HIM. HE WANTS FEE FOR STUDENTS OF SCHOOL OF MUSIC, 
ONLY, TO MAKE EVENTS FREE FOR THEM 
➢ DEBATE: 
o GREEN: (UNBIASED, COMMITTEE REPORT) BASICALLY SAME THING AS LAST ONE. WENT THROUGH 
IT, MADE TECH AMEND, CHANGED SOME WORDING, NO INTENT CHANGED. I HAVE SERIES OF 
TECH AMEND. PASSED ALL IN FAVOR, ME ABSTAIN AS CHAIR 
o **MICKLER: THIS LEGISLATION WITH TECH AMEND, NOW ON ONEDRIVE 
o J LANDRY: WITH ALL SFVAC STUFF; LOOKING TO SEE WHAT GETTING FOR STUFF WERE PAYING, 
AND ALSO THAT THE FEE IS BEING USED FOR ITS INTENT. FIRST, IDEA OF STUDENT OVERSIGHT. 
WHEN FEE CREATED, HAD VIEW OF STUDENTS AND DIFF PEOPLE INVOLVED THEN ARE NOW. WE 
DON’T KNOW HOW, WHEN AND WHY; WANT TO FIND OUT THOUGH, TO HELP PREVENT THIS FROM 
HAPPENING AGAIN. ALSO, DISCOVERED SOME INTERESTING THINGS AS WE TALKED WITH OUR 
REPS- BLOW BY BLOW IN MINUTES – BUT PRO TIP; IF CONVERSATION GOES TO TALKING ABOUT 
THE ‘OTHER’ SHEET AND THE ‘OTHER, OTHER’ SHEET, WHICH WERE NOT MADE AVAILABLE, NOT 
PAINTING SELF IN GLORY. THIS NEEDS THE ATTENTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, PRONTO. 
o BLACK: I WAS ABLE TO ATTEND MEETING WITH THE REPS FROM PERFORMING ARTS. WILLING TO 
WORK WITH AND ANSWER QUESTIONS, HOWEVER, AS PREVIOUS SPEAKER BROUGHT UP AN 
“OTHER” SHEET AND AN “OTHER OTHER” SHEET, WE REALIZED WE DIDN’T HAVE ALL INFO. THEY 
WERE THEN WILLING TO PROVIDE THAT INFO. THOUGH WE LIKE PROMOTING PERFORMING ARTS 
➢ CLOSING: SIMILAR TO LAST LEGISLATION; WE IN NO WAY WANT THIS EXPERIENCE TO GO AWAY FOR 
STUDENTS. WE JUST FEEL THAT THE WAY THE FEE IS USED, HOW IT IS DISTRIBUTED, VS HOW IT WAS 
INTENDED IT BE DISTRIBUTED, THAT OUR REVIEW OF THE FEE WAS HELPFUL AND NECESSARY. WE DO 
THINK IT IS GREAT TO HAVE THESE OPPORTUNITIES OPEN TO STUDENTS, BUT NOT QUITE BY MEANS OF 
THIS FEE.  I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
➢ VOTE-UP VOTE 
➢ SGR NO. 16 PASSES WITH 100% IN FAVOR 
 
SGB NO. 6 BY SEN. RILEY - A BILL TO AMEND THE STUDENT GOVERNMENT BYLAWS 
➢ OPENING: BEING CO-AUTHORED BY PORCHE AND CUPP. ALSO, CHANGING PREAMBLE A LITTLE BIT. WE’LL 
EACH GO OVER SECTION. (SEE THE LEGISLATION) 
➢ *RILEY AND PORCHE DISCUSS CHANGES 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-MCKINNEY: NO FRIENDLY AMENDMENTS, JUST MEANS HAS TO BE DISCUSSED AND DEBATED? 
▪ A-RILEY: YES 
o *PC MICKLER: YES; IN ROBERT'S RULES, ACTUALLY NO SUCH THING AS FRIENDLY AMENDMENT, 
THAT’S JUST SOMETHING WE HAVE 
o Q-OLIVER: ORGS WOULD HAVE TO PAY IT BACK? OR JUST WOULDN’T BE AWARDED? SOMETHING 
WOULD CATCH THAT BEFORE DOUBLE FUNDING WAS ALLOCATED, CORRECT? 
▪ A-RILEY:  
▪ YIELD TO MICHELLE – WE’VE NEVER HAD ISSUE; TYPICALLY CASE BY CASE. IF GET BOTH, 
FIRST ONE IS REVOKED. WOULDN’T BE ELIGIBLE TO APPLY TO SECOND IF FIRST ONE 
BEGAN SPENDING 
o Q-MCKINNEY: COULD WE JUST SAY THAT THEY HAVE TO DENY FUNDING FROM FIRST TO EVEN 
GO TO SECOND? 
▪ A-RILEY: I HAD THAT ORIGINALLY, THAT IT HAD TO BE DENIED BEFORE PURSUING 
MORE. 
o Q-BLACK: DO YOU THINK IT KIND OF ACTS AS ‘SAFETY NET’ TO ALLOW FOR MORE FUNDING TO BE 
PURSUED? 
▪ A-RILEY: YES. SO THAT IN THE CASE THEY DENY FIRST FUNDING IN HOPES OF GETTING 
MORE, THEN ARE DENIED BY SENATE, THEY ARE NOT LEFT WITHOUT ANY MONEY. 
o **NOW DISCUSSION MOVES TO LEGISLATIVE BRANCH RULES OF ORDER 
o Q-STIRLING 
▪ A-RILEY: I DID ORIGINALLY HAVE ‘UNDER DISCRETION OF SPEAKER OF SENATE’ BUT 
TECHNICALLY EVERYTHING IS, SO IT WAS A BIT REDUNDANT 
o Q-BLACK: DOES IT LIST WHO THE COUNTERPART(S) IS FOR EACH SENATE COMMITTEE? 
▪ A-RILEY: YES, AND IT ALSO EXPRESSES ‘OR EQUIVALENT POSITION’ IN THE CASE THAT 
TITLES CHANGE FOR POSITIONS, OUR DOCUMENTS DON’T NEED TO CHANGE 
o Q-MCKINNEY: THE RECUSAL; THAT’S NOT BINDING, RIGHT? MORE OF A SUGGESTION? 
▪ A-RILEY: RIGHT. WE ARE NOT TAKING AWAY ANY STUDENT’S RIGHT TO VOTE, BUT IT IS 
SAYING THAT THE INDIVIDUAL MAY, OR THE CHAIR OR SPEAKER MAY RECOMMEND 
THAT THEY RECUSE THEMSELVES 
➢ DEBATE: 
o CUPP (AUTHOR): THIS IS REALLY GREAT, THE WHOLE LEGISLATION IS MOSTLY CLARIFICATIONS, 
ADDING RECUSAL. VERY STRAIGHTFORWARD, THINK WE CLEARED SOME THINGS UP 
o PORCHE (AUTHOR): THINK IT BETTER REPRESENTS HOW OUR SENATE RUNS, KIND OF ANYWAY, SO 
YEAH. 
o HUNT: (UNBIASED) AMENDMENT THAT PASSED, WE WENT THROUGH EACH CHANGE, AND IT 
PASSED 6-0-1 
o GREEN: I MADE THE AMENDMENT, WANTED TO EXPLAIN IT. HOW IT READ WAS THAT IF YOU 
RECEIVED SOME FUNDING FORM PSIF OR ORF, THEY’D HAVE TO DENY IT TO PURSUE FUNDING 
FROM SENATE. SAY THEY DO THAT, THEN SENATE TURNS THEM DOWN, TOO. I’M NOT 
COMFORTABLE WITH THAT – I THINK THAT LEAVING PEOPLE WITH NO MONEY WHO WENT 
THROUGH ALL NECESSARY MODES TO RECEIVED IT, IS KIND OF WRONG. I THINK IT’S BETTER TO 
ALLOW PEOPLE TO HAVE SOME FUNDS. I THINK THIS GROUP HAS DONE A WONDERFUL JOB OF 
GOING THROUGH TO MAKE THESE MORE ACCURATELY REP HOW WE USE FUNDS TODAY 
▪ Q-RILEY: SHOULD’VE DONE THIS DURING OPENING COMMENTS; BUT COULD YOU 
EXPLAIN TO PEOPLE WHAT PSIF AND ORF ARE? 
• A-GREEN: 
• YIELD TO RILEY: EXPLANATION OF PSIF, ORF 
o *MCKINNEY: (AMENDMENT) WOULD LIKE TO STRIKE LINES REGARDING RECUSAL. 
o OPENING (ON AMENDMENT) 
▪ MCKINNEY (AMEND): NOW IT BASICALLY STATES THAT PEOPLE SHOULD RECUSE 
THEMSELVES IF THEY HAVE CONFLICT OF INTEREST. I THINK IF YOU’RE INVESTED YOU 
SHOULD ALWAYS HAVE CONFLICT OF INTEREST. UNLESS YOU’RE TRYING TO BE 
UNBIASED CHAIR, I THINK EVERYONE SHOULD EXPRESS THEIR VIEW AND VOTE ON THAT 
o *DEEMED HOSTILE 
▪ RILEY(AUTHOR): I THINK VERY IMPORTANT. ALSO I’D LIKE TO POINT OUT THAT THIS IS 
ONLY APPLICABLE TO COMMITTEE – NOT FOR VOTE ON SENATE FLOOR. ESPECIALLY FOR 
FINANCE BILLS, SINCE IT COULD ESSENTIALLY BE SEEN AS AWARDING FUNDS TO 
YOURSELF. WE GOT A LOT OF INSPIRATION FOR OUR WORDING FROM ROBERT’S RULES 
OF ORDER, WHICH EXPRESS YOU SHOULD RECUSE YOURSELF. ALSO, IF WE DON’T HAVE 
RULE, WE REFER TO ROBERT’S, SO THIS JUST BRINGS IT FORWARD SO MORE PEOPLE 
THINK TO CONSIDER IT. 
▪ PORCHE (AUTHOR): I THINK PEOPLE CAN DECIDE HOW THEY FEEL ABOUT THE CONFLICT 
OF INTEREST. THIS IS JUST SUGGESTION, PEOPLE MAY OPT OUT OF VOTE IF THEY FEEL 
THEY’RE ONLY VOTING A CERTAIN WAY BECAUSE OF CONFLICT. JUST SAYS SHOULD 
RECUSE SELF, NOT HAVE TO. 
• Q-MULLANEY: CONFLICT OF INTEREST, TO CLARIFY, THIS IS MORE FOR 
INVOLVEMENT IN ORGANIZATIONS, NOT BECAUSE OF STRONG OPINION? 
o A-RILEY: CORRECT. DEEP INVOLVEMENT IN ORG, OR CLOSE 
RELATIONSHIP WITH PERSON FOR POSITION, ANYTHING OF THAT 
NATURE, THAT WOULD SWAY A PERSON’S OPINION OR VOTE DUE TO 
OUTSIDE INFLUENCE FROM THE ISSUE OR TOPIC BEING VOTED ON 
o DEBATE ON AMENDMENT: 
▪ J LANDRY: (QUOTES ROBERT’S RULES, RELATING TO CONFLICT OF INTEREST). I THINK 
MY COLLEAGUES LANGUAGE IS CONSISTENT WITH ROBERT’S RULES; HELPS WITH WHAT 
PEOPLE SHOULD OR SHOULD NOT RECUSE SELVES FROM, AND I AM AGAINST THE 
AMENDMENT 
▪ AU. GRASHOFF: HE SAID WAS I WAS GOING TO SAY, BUT MORE FANCY. SO I’LL SAY IT 
MORE CASUALLY. SAY, I’M A MEMBER OF AN ORGANIZATION; I COULD DEBATE FOR 
PERSON I KNOW, SINCE I CAN BEHALF ON THEIR CHARACTER. BUT SAY WE WANT TO 
AWARD MY ORG MONEY, IT WOULDN’T BE RIGHT REALLY FOR ME TO VOTE ON IT, SINCE 
ID ESSENTIALLY BE AWARDING MYSELF MONEY. WE TAKE AN OATH WHEN WE JOIN, TO 
NOT USE POSITION FOR PERSONAL GAIN; BEST TO RECUSE SELF IF YOU FEEL BREAKING 
THAT OATH, OR BEHAVING IN IMMORAL MANNER. 
o CLOSING ON AMENDMENT: 
▪ MCKINNEY (AMEND): I STILL DON’T THINK THAT SHOULD BE IN THERE. IT’S JUST 
SUGGESTION, NOT REQUIREMENT, SO WHAT’S THE POINT. ALSO I THINK YOU REP 500 
STUDENTS, EVERY TIME YOU DON’T VOTE YOU’RE NOT USING THAT VOTE. 
▪ RILEY (AUTHOR): I AGREE WITH AUTHOR OF AMENDMENT THAT YOU SHOULDN’T 
ABSTAIN WHEN UNNECESSARY TO, AND YOU SHOULD ALWAYS VOICE FOR YOUR 
STUDENTS. I’D AGREE MORE THOUGH IF THIS WAS FOR THE FLOOR, NOT FOR 
COMMITTEE. THE LINE IS THERE FOR REMINDER. TECHNICALLY WE FOLLOW THIS AS 
PART OF ROBERT’S RULE ANYHOW, SO I THINK IT’S GOOD TO HAVE IT THERE AS A 
REMINDER 
▪ CUPP (AUTHOR): CONFLICT OF INTEREST, TOO, WOULD MEAN YOU REP YOU MORE THAN 
YOUR CONSTITUENTS. IF YOU VOTE FOR MONEY FOR AN ORG YOU’RE IN, THEN YOU’RE 
ALREADY NOT VOTING FOR 500 CONSTITUENTS, YOU’RE VOTING FOR YOURSELF. SO I 
DISAGREE WITH AMENDMENT 
▪ PORCHE (AUTHOR): HAVING THIS JUST SHOWS OUR RULES BETTER REFLECT ROBERT’S 
RULES 
o **AMENDMENT FAILS 
➢ CLOSING: (PORCHE) THINK CHANGES WE MADE BETTER REPRESENT US, AND THAT ADDING THE RECUSING 
BETTER REFLECTS ROBERT’S RULES. (RILEY) I THINK THESE CHANGES ARE BENEFICIAL, AND NEED TO BE 
MADE. I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE. 
➢ VOTE-UP VOTE 
➢ SGB NO. 6 PASSES WITH VOTE OF 96% IN FAVOR 
 
SGB NO. 7 BY SEN. RILEY & AU. GRASHOFF - A BILL TO AMEND THE PSIF BYLAWS 
➢ OPENING: (AU GRASHOFF) RILEY AND I SIT ON PSIF COMMITTEE. WE BROUGHT FORWARD TO COMMITTEE 
AT OUR LAST MEETING, SOME RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CHANGES. THEY ALSO BROUGHT SOME TO US, AS 
WELL. THEN AS COMMITTEE, WE VOTED ON IT ALL, AS IS REQUIRED TO MAKE CHANGES TO THIS. WE WERE 
VERY CAREFUL WITH OUR CHANGES – IF WE ARE TO MAKE ANY ALTERATIONS, NEED TO BRING IT BACK TO 
THE COMMITTEE. IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS THOUGH, PLEASE ASK. 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-J LANDRY: STRIKING…? 
▪ A-AU. GRASHOFF: NIPF RIGHT NOW. REALLY NO POINT IN HAVING THAT RIGHT NOW. 
ALSO HAVING THAT MARKETING CAP IS KIND OF UNCLEAR 
▪ A-RILEY: ALSO, MARKETING AND ADVERTISING WE DON’T WANT TO LIMIT BECAUSE 
THINK IT IS IMPORTANT, BECAUSE WE WANT AS MANY STUDENTS TO KNOW ABOUT AND 
BENEFIT FROM THESE AS POSSIBLE 
➢ DEBATE: 
o HUNT: (UNBIASED) BILL PASSED 6-0-1, ITS SOLID, ITS GOOD. THAT’S IT 
➢ CLOSING: (AU GRASHOFF) WORKED HARD ON IT. WE DISCUSSED FOR A LONG TIME IN COMMITTEE. THINK 
THEY’LL HOLD FOR YEARS TO COME. NOW SOME OF WHAT WE PRACTICE THAT HASN’T BEEN IN RULES IS IN 
THERE NOW. THINK WE MADE GOOD CHANGES. URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
➢ VOTE-UP VOTE 
➢ SGB NO. 7 PASSES WITH 100% IN FAVOR 
 
SGFB NO. 9 BY SEN. EL-RACHIDI - A FINANCE BILL TO ALLOCATE A MAXIMUM OF FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY-NINE 
DOLLARS AND TWENTY CENTS ($529.20) FROM THE STUDENT GOVERNMENT LEGISLATIVE CONTINGENCY TO FUND 
SECURITY FOR THE STUDENT UNION FROM 11PM TO 3AM FROM APRIL 29TH TO MAY 3RD 
➢ OPENING: SORRY EMILY JONES COULDN’T MAKE IT, SHE GOT CAUGHT UP IN A MEETING. BUT THIS IS 
IMPORTANT IT IS TO FUND SECURITY GUARDS FOR FINALS WEEK UNION STUDY SPACE. WE HAVE FUNDED 
THIS BEFORE; THIS IS LAST TIME IT WILL BE FINANCE BILL, HOPING TO WORK IT INTO THE BUDGET. THE 
ORIGINAL QUOTE WAS A BIT LESS, BUT THIS IS CORRECT AMOUNT. WE SHIFTED THE DAYS FOR THIS, IT IS 
DIFFERENT THAN PAST – CUT THE DAYS THAT HAD FEWER THAN 50 PEOPLE, AND JUST DOING IT DURING 
FINALS WEEK 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-VAUGHN: HOW MANY TIMES HAS THIS BEEN A FINANCE BILL? 
o A-EL-RACHIDI: 4TH SEMESTER IT’S A FINANCE BILL 
➢ DEBATE: 
o RILEY: (UNBIASED) PASSED 10-0-1, QUESTIONS REGARDING FUNDING, HOW LONG THIS HAS BEEN 
FINANCE BILL. THIS IS INTENDED TO BE IN BUDGET THIS YEAR, SO SHOULDN’T SEE IT AS FINANCE 
BILL AGAIN. 
o AU. GRASHOFF: I KNOW MY BIGGEST CONCERN WITH THIS EVERY YEAR, THAT IT HAS BEEN 
FINANCE BILL. BUT ALSO, AS SAS, I FEEL IT IS A GREAT CONTRIBUTION FOR US. I THINK I WOULD 
MUCH MUCH RATHER SEE THIS IN THE BUDGET. WE’VE BEEN WORKING ON THIS WITH EXEC, 
WHICH IS COOL, WITH EMILY JONES, AND PASS SAS CHAIR, CLARISSA BRUNS. THINK IMPORTANT 
THAT WE HAVE THIS SPACE, VERY MUCH UTILIZED BY STUDENTS, LESS STRESSFUL MORE 
COMFORTABLE ENVIRONMENT. HAS FREE SNACKS AVAILABLE. 
o D’ESP: I THINK GREAT IDEA, LIBRARY GETS PACKED, FEELS STRESSFUL. MORE RELAXED, I THINK 
IT WOULD BE GREAT PLACE. IT IS CHEAPER THAN LAST YEAR, WHICH IS GOOD. AND ALSO, I AM 
LATE NIGHT PERSON, I THINK A LOT OF COLLEGE STUDENTS ARE, I URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
➢ CLOSING: GREAT IDEA, LAST TIME AS FINANCE BILL, LOOKING FORWARD TO SEEING IT IN THE BUDGET – I 
URGE FAVORABLE PASSAGE 
➢ VOTE-UP VOTE 
➢ SGB NO. 9 PASSES WITH 100% IN FAVOR 
 
LO NO. 13 BY SPEAKER MICKLER - A LEGISLATIVE ORDER TO APPOINT THE STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
FORTY-SEVENTH LSU STUDENT SENATE 
➢ OPENING: RIGHT NOW YOU CAN’T JOIN BA AND YOU CAN’T LEAVE SLDCO. ANYONE WANT TO CHANGE 
COMMITTEES? SEEING NONE. 
➢ QUESTIONS: 
o Q-ELLIS: CHANGE COMMITTEES, BACK TO SLDCO? 
▪ A-MICKLER: NO. 
➢ CLOSING: I LIKE THE SUGGESTIONS THIS WEEK. ENJOY YOUR LAST COMMITTEE MEETING. 
**ELLIS MOVES TO PASS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT; SECONDED BY CHEATWOOD; NO OBJECTIONS 
➢ LO NO. 13 PASSES WITH UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
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